Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Lois Frankel
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Frankel:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N &QLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Blake Farenthold
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Farenthold:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 20135.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at

haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
A &L

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



V\‘\‘ED ST"?‘@ .
g % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
?,;M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% g

Nnv 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Kay Granger
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Granger:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Steve Knight
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Knight:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Jaime Beutler
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Beutler:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &Ll

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable H. Morgan Griffith
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Griffith:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015,
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Martha McSally
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman McSally:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 20135, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) « http.//www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable + Printed with Vegetable Oif Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Diane Black
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Black:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015. ’
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A Ol

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John Katko

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Katko:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year. '

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 20135, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ QL

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Markwayne Mullin
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Mullin:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Renee Ellmers
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Ellmers:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



(ED ST,
& S

2 T UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
3 M ) WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% §

S

;\\
a4, pROTE”

Nov 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Alex Mooney
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Mooney:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &l

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION
The Honorable Mo Brooks

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Brooks:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year. '

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 20135, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &Ql

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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Nov 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable French Hill
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Hill:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year. '

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Paul Cook
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Cook:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf. '

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imporfed in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &SQLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



€0 ST45,
Q\A\ @@'

2 7 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
<
2 M’ 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% &
&\

%
A prot®”

NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Chris Collins
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Collins:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 20135, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year. -

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Keith Rothfus
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Rothfus:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Scott Perry
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Perry:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\Ne SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Christopher P. Gibson
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Gibson:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

AW YA N

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Dan Newhouse
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Newhouse:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &QLle

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Billy Long
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Long:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N &l

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



TS0 STane
2 % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
3 M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
Z
% S

Nov 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Raul Labrador
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Labrador:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is

required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and

total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

[n our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A\ SO

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Andy Harris
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Harris:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A\ QL

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Mike Kelly, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Kelly:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) « http.//iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SQLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



\’\\‘( €0 87y 7‘@@

;7 M2 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
<
3 M’ ¢ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% §
(7S ’\\
40 ppote?

NV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Jim Jordan
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Jordan:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year. )

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015, We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



% UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
7 3 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
s
4 prote”

NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Lee Zeldin
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Zeldin:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) « http./iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &SSOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Jody Hice
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Hice:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Doug Collins
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Collins:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and

total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Andy Barr, IV
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Barr:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Charles W. Boustany, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Boustany:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year. '

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A\ &Nl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Carlos Curbelo
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Curbelo:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



‘\\‘(ED STAQ‘
? i UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
2\ ¢ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
2, <
“, @)

AN
"L prote”

NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Trent Kelly
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Kelly:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Randy Neugebauer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Neugebauer:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

[n our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Trey Gowdy
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Growdy:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Roger Williams
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Williams:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015. ’
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ QL

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Brad R. Wenstrup
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Wenstrup:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) « http://iwvww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Rick A. Crawford
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Crawford:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
- Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shorttalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) ¢ http-//iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
A\ (L

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Peter DeFazio
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman DeFazio:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the prpoposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricta@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Robert Woodall, 111
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Woodall:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) - http.//iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Ander Crenshaw
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Crenshaw:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to

establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

: Internet Address (URL) « http://www.epa gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &SQLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Richard B. Nugent
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Nugent:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year,.

In our June 10, 2018$, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http:/www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &Ll

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John C. Fleming
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Fleming:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N Qe

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Joe Barton
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Barton:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &Ll

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Greg Walden
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Walden:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
tinalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &Ql

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John R. Carter
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Carter:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Nt Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



D ST,
N

2 % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
-] m ¢ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% &
Yo <
L prOY

NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable David W. Jolly
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Jolly:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Gus M. Bilirakis
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Bilirakis:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf,

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2013, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ S(Lle

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Chellie Pingree
~ U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Pingree:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov _
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable John L. Mica
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Mica:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

. In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SNl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Pete Olson
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Olson:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) ® http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &SQLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mark Sanford, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Sanford:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) e http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Lynn A. Westmoreland
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Westmoreland:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http:/www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John Duncan, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Duncan:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biotuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) ® http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Ak SO

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mac Thornberry
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Thornberry:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Henry Cuellar
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Cuellar:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A& &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Darrell E. Issa
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Issa:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ htip://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
A Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Charles W. Dent
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Dent:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Nt Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Dana Rohrabacher
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Rohrabacher:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

tnternet Address (URL) @ hitp://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyciable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chiorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Jeb Hensarling
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Hensarling:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable ® Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Sam Johnson
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Johnson:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N &Quie

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Joe Wilson
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Wilson:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
tinalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ htip://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable e Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Edward R. Royce
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Royce:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &CLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Michael Simpson
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Simpson:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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The Honorable Pete Sessions
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Sessions:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 235, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) e http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Qil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Kenny Marchant
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Marchant:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2013, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank yOLi for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Nk &Ql

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Louie Gohmert, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Gohmert:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 20135, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) e http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &QL

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Ruben Hinojosa
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Hinojosa:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Marsha Blackbum
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Blackburn:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SQLle

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable G .K. Butterfield
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Butterfield:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\e Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Bill Shuster
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Shuster:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or y'our' staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &Ll

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Rodney Frelinghuysen
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Frelinghuysen:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Don Young

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Young:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RES) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the l[aw’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ htip://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

A\ Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Tom McClintock
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman McClintock:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Steve Scalise
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Scalise:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) e http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

AN SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



TED STay
g % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
gm 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% S
4 proTEY

NOV 2 3 2013

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Michael C. Burgess
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Burgess:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Walter B. Jones
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Jones:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

[n our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ hitp://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Matt Salmon
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Salmon:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) e http://www .epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ &SQLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



‘\\—(ED ST47Z\\
2 i UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
: M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% &

NOV 2 3 2015 OFFICE OF

AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Virginia Foxx
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Foxx:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015,

internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ &Ll

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Leonard Lance
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Lance:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Steve Chabot
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Chabot:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http:.//www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N &l

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable John Culberson
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Culberson:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http//www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based inks on 100% Postconsumer, Pracess Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015 OFFICE OF

AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Christopher H. Smith
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Smith:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ hitp://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Doug Lamborn
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Lamborn:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\N& Ol

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Lamar Smith
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Smith:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Ted Poe
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Poe:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Austin Scott
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Scott:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Qb

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mick Mulvaney
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Mulvaney:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Frank A. LoBiondo
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman LoBiondo:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
AN &SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Tim Murphy
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Murphy:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
Nk SNl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Duncan Hunter, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Hunter:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\& SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Kurt Schrader
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Schrader:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806. '

Sincerely,

N\ S(Le

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Steve Pearce
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Pearce:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
tinalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
N &SQLl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Cynthia Lummis
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Lummis:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstancés. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N &L

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Trent Franks
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Franks:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N SNl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Timothy Walberg
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Walberg:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA 1is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
A\ &SSOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Tom Graves, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Graves:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

internet Address (URL) « http.//iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Ben R. Lujan, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Lujan:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) « http./iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable James Sensenbrenner, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C.. 20515

Dear Congressman Sensenbrenner:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
A\ QoL

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOV 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Tom Cole
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Cole:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) « http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SOl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Stephen Fincher
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Fincher:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) » http://www epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
. Acting Assistant Administrator
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Nov 2 3 2015

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Gene Green
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Green:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Qi

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Robert J. Wittman
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Wittman:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 20135, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.

Internet Address (URL) ¢ hitp://iwww.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,
A\ SQlL

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Michael Conaway
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Conaway:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ SQl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Bruce Poliquin
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Poliquin:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf.

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

N\ Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Kevin McCarthy
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman McCarthy:

Thank you for your letter of November 4, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy, regarding your concerns that the proposed standards for 2014 - 2016 under the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) program fall short of the statutory targets. The Administrator has asked
me to respond to you on her behalf,

Under the Clean Air Act, as amended by the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA is
required to set annual standards for the RFS program each year. The statute requires the EPA to
establish annual percentage standards for cellulosic biofuel, biomass-based diesel, advanced biofuel, and
total renewable fuels that apply to gasoline and diesel produced or imported in a given year.

In our June 10, 2015, proposal we made a preliminary determination that the market would experience
significant uncertainty if the EPA were to ignore the constraints on supply and set the standards at the
statutory targets, as we expect that there would be widespread shortfalls in supply under those
circumstances. The proposal sought to balance two dynamics: Congress’s clear intent to increase
renewable fuels over time to address climate change and increase energy security, and real-world
circumstances that have slowed progress towards such goals. In order to provide the certainty that
investors and others in the market need, we proposed using the tools Congress provided to make
adjustments to the law’s volume targets. Though we proposed using the authority provided by Congress,
we nevertheless proposed standards for cellulosic biofuel, advanced biofuel, and total renewable fuel
that would result in ambitious, achievable growth in biofuels.

We held a public hearing on the proposal on June 25, 2015, in Kansas City, Kansas, where over 200
people provided testimony. Further, we received over 670,000 comments from the public comment
period, which closed on July 27, 2015. We are taking those comments, as well as the thoughts you
provided in your letter, under consideration as we prepare the final rulemaking which we intend to
finalize by November 30, 2015.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Patricia Haman in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
haman.patricia@epa.gov or (202) 564-2806.

Sincerely,

Nk Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable James M. Inhofe
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Inhofe:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us with
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain open for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but additional
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

e Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments. '

e E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the
subject line of the message.

¢ Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on
the cover page.

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20460.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of
boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

NG WL—C-)\

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable James Lankford
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Lankford:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us with
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain open for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but additional
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

¢ Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments.

¢ E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the
subject line of the message.

e Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on
the cover page.

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20460.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of
boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

A6 N

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Frank Lucas
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Lucas:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2,2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us with
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain open for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but additional
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

¢ Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments.

e E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the
subject line of the message.

o Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on
the cover page.

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. OAR—2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20460.

¢ Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of
boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

N eaQcl—

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Markwayne Mullin
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Mullin:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us with
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain open for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but additional
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

e Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments.

e E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the
subject line of the message.

e Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on
the cover page.

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20460.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of
boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Tom Cole
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Cole:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us with
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain open for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but additional
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

e Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments.

e E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the
subject line of the message.

e Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on
the cover page.

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20460.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of
boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,
A6 Nl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Jim Bridenstine
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Bridenstine:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.

Internet Address (URL) e http://www.epa.gov
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us With
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain open for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but ahdmonal
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

e Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments.

e E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the
subject line of the message.

e Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on
the cover page. |

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washlngtqn DC
20460.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for dellverles of
boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,
ANl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Tom Coburn
United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Coburn:

Thank you for your letter of June 19, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Administrator Gina McCarthy
regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the Administrator on June
2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18, 2014. The Administrator asked that I respond
on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating 1mpacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pollutlon
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020. |

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country, including from Oklahoma, to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce
carbon pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act
provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and
recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seeking
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us with
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain olben for
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but addltlonal

comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

Federal eRulemaking portal: hitp://www. reg,ulatlons gov. Follow the online instructions ﬁ‘or
submitting comments.

E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in tbe
subject line of the message.

Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013- 0602 on
the cover page.

Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 28221T
Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washmgt(m DC
20460.

Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for dehverles of

boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff nfaay
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at |
lewis.josh(@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

AJ/@F?LL—

Janet G. McCabe !
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Steve Daines
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Daines:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,
Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Postconsumer)
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United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cassidy:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or

your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Postconsumer)
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OFFICE OF WATER
The Honorable Doug L.aMalfa
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman LaMalfa:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) ¢ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF WATER

The Honorable Robert Bishop
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Bishop:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence.” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule. the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) ¢« http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable - Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF WATER

The Honorable Paul Gosar
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Gosar:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies” rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20. 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report. and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,
Kenneth J. Kopocis

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) + http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable - Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chiorine Free Recycied Paper
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OFFICE OF WATER
The Honorable Steve Pearce

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Pearce:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report. and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Ottice of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. jpous

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) « http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable -+ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF WATER

The Honorable David Schweikert
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Schweikert:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20. 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report. “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely.
K «.de K oppaens
Kenneth J. Kopocis

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) « http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF
The Honorable Don Young WATER
House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Congressman Young:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental

Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. lfpoms

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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The Honorable Aaron Schock WATER

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Schock:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Ol Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsuimer)
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The Honorable Justin Amash
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Amash:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

/(,M{{g/. Kopres

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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The Honorable Lamar Smith WATER

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Smith:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or

your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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The Honorable Randy Weber WATER

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Weber:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Koretl 4 K oprs
Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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The Honorable Tom McClintock WATER

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman McClintock:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyciable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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The Honorable Chris Stewart WATER

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Stewart:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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Dear Congressman Lamborn:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Simpson:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congresswoman Herrera Beutler:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Jones:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or

your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis

Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Conaway:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Mulvaney:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or

your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

/(«d?{- Kopread
Kenneth J. Kopocis

Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Benishek:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Mullin:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Barton:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Bridenstine:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Kinzinger:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Kelly:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Cramer:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental

Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Aderholt:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Huelskamp:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental

Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Rohrabacher:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Oftfice of Congressional and Intergovernmental

Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Smith:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Huizenga:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

/<M#04 Kopeeia

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Boustany:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

/(wx,#gl %7%«4

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Long:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman McKinley:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congresswoman Wagner:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or

your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Gohmert:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Valadao:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Z)poms

Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Thornberry:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Hensarling:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mo Brooks WATER

House of Representatives
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Dear Congressman Brooks:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Marino:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Smith:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

/(w«%({. K,?w;

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congresswoman McMorris Rodgers:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Keasnitlf Koo

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator

Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Postconsumer)



0 8,
\)\A\’( € A4 )‘6&

é” k) UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
8 2 WASHING C.
3 Sﬂ 'é@; TON, D.C. 20460
e prOT JAN 2 9 2015
. OFFICE OF
The Honorable Jeff Miller WATER

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Miller:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
from the public for additional time to provide comments on the proposed rule, the agencies again
extended the public comment period until November 14, 2014, for a total length of 207 days.

The agencies believe that the 207-day public comment period provided the public with sufficient
opportunity to review the proposed rule, the draft Connectivity Report, and the SAB’s review of the
draft Connectivity Report and the scientific basis of the proposed rule. As a result, the agencies did not
further extend the public comment period beyond November 14, 2014. Now that the comment period
has closed, the agencies are currently working to review the public comments we have received on the
proposed rule as we work to develop a final rule.

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Kopocis
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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Dear Congressman Pitts:

Thank you for your November 13, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting
an extension of the public comment period for the U.S. Department of the Army’s and the EPA’s
proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act consistent with science and the
decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies’ rulemaking process is among the most important actions
we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which Americans depend for public
health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment.

The EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers published the proposed rule in the Federal Register on
April 21, 2014, and originally provided for a 91-day public comment period. The agencies subsequently
extended the public comment period an additional 91 days until October 20, 2014. In order to afford the
public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA Science Advisory Board’s reports on the proposed
jurisdictional rule and on the EPA’s draft scientific report, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” and to respond to requests
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